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REMARKS 

Applicant wishes lo thank the l-xaramer tor the catelul consideration gi\en to this ca-^c. 
In the Office Action, claims 1-7 \%ere rcjecteJ b> the I\\aminer. More spccificalls . claims 1 -7 
wctc CjcLted undci I St UO''ta) being antn^jp^utid b> (jB : ^f)''^^! ( \\ ^Ahm 't.^'i) 

CL-iun \ has been amended herein Suppuit toi jhe dnicndnis-irt nia\ be jo .nd tnv 
ongmalh filcvi specification at least in paragraph [0026J '\s such, no now nsatic^ has hee-i 
added Upon entry of this amendment, claims 1-7 will remain pending. Foi the reaisons sci forth 
below. Applicant requests that the above-listed rejections be withdrawn. 

Claims I >7 

Appiicafit submits that amended independent clmm 1 is novel over Worthington because 
Worthington fails to teach or suggest eaeh and every limitation of amended independent claim 1 . 
5t?£' MPll? §213 i (Slating that a claim is anticipated only if cafb and ever>- eiomcni as set forth in 
the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in the single prior art reference). 
More particularly. Applicant submits that Worthington fails to teach or suggest, among other 
things, "an absorbent central eore compr ising a neb ulizing agent -' as recited in claim L 

VVorthington discloses a filter. With respect to the filter. Worthington teaches a 
tracheostojTsa filler comprising a substantiuf!> pianar ilUcr clcn^eni iLKh as a Wxuv. or fabric 
material, Wonhington, p. 3. ii. 6-1 .S. Worthsngton mnhcr leijche.s that Uic fiUer ^'conipcnsaie? ibr 
the loss of upper airway resistance in the part of the airway which now sits above the stoma," 
Wonhington, p. IJl. 18-20. 

In '.c-ntrost. chim \ requires "an absorbcni central core, c.V^vnprising.a ncbuji/j^^^^^^ 
attached Uj the flap." Ilathcr than just a filter as taught by Wortiiington. claim 1 teaches the use 
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o: ^ McbiJviM^ agcni to i, iiuratc the core A«> such, the nebuli/jng pad o\ cUim I cnaoL-, ihf 
user It) inhale moist air through the absoibent central core WorthniijTon mcreh leaches a liiter. 
Worthington does not teach enabling a user to inhale moibl air from a ncbuii/ing pad as required 



Accordingly, for ai least the reasons set fortii hereinabove, Appiicant submits that claim 1 
is ai&wabk over the Examiner-cited priory Scf^MPEP §2131, Because el aims 2-7 depend 
from and incorporaie ailof the limitations af clMm 1, claims: 2-7 are likewise allowable over the 
Bxaminer-cited :pri6r ait. Aceordingly, Applicant requests that the § 102{^) rejections associated 
wth elatras i-7 be withdra\A'n. 

Ali of the stated grouiids of rejection have beeii properly traversed or accommodated. 
Applicant therefore respcctMly requests that the EKanainer reconsider aiid withdmw *»n presently 
outstanding rejeiitions;. There being no other rejections, AppHcaht respectfolly recjuests the 
curi'ent appflicatipn be aUoxved and passed to issue. 

If the Examiner beiieyes for any reason that personal eoinmurjicatiQn will expedite 
prosecution of this appiieation, I invite the Examiner to telephone me directly. 



by claim 1. 



-6^ 



Application No. 10/670,435 
Attorney Pocket No.: 127000.00301 



AiiTHORIZAHON 

The Commissioner is hereb\ authori7ed to charge any additional fees which may he 
rcq.i ]cJ kH ihib AmendnKnt and Response, or credit any pv erptninent. to deposit account no, 

05-0426, 
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